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Moderation Report of Maths at St Mary’s School
Date – Monday 17th June 2019
Moderator –
Class teachers - All
Evidence of ‘in-house’ moderation activities – The HT and Maths Co-ordinator have
carried out book scrutinies and lesson observations.
Moderation Training for Teachers Attended – N/A
Oral feedback provided during visit? - Yes to HT and Maths Co-ordinator
Focus Moderation To moderate levels of pupils across the school to ensure accuracy,
and to help identify ways to raise standards in the teaching of Maths. This was a follow
up visit to one carried out in January 2019, at the request of DESC. The Moderator was
provided with access to every child’s Maths Books, and a copy of their current level. In
general he picked children whose level stood out e.g. much higher or lower than the
rest of their class, or who had made little or lots of progress. In Years where he had
concerns he moderated more children.
Strengths The Maths Co-ordinator joined me for the day and was receptive to points
for improvement.
acted in a professional manner and was keen to receive all
feedback given.
Maths Mastery would appear to be being attempted in some year groups, with
significant evidence of this approach in Y6.
The School has introduced Maths Journal books and these seem to be having an impact
in some classes.

Development points from January 2019
A summary of the development points identified in January 2019 is below, along with a
comment on progress made:
•

Very limited work was found in one class - January 2019

The amount of work had improved, however a common theme across all books seen
today (with the exception of Y6) was the lack of work. Some classes appeared to have
done less than 5 pieces of work since the end of March, with many doing less than 15
since January.
•

Over reliance on worksheets - January 2019

Again some classes still seemed to rely almost completely on worksheets, although this
has decreased in some classes.
•

Lack of problem solving of Shape Space and Measure work - January 2019

This has improved, with much more evidence of Shape, Space and Measure, however
as a result many classes did not appear to have taught AT2 since Christmas.
Individual Pupils
Year 6
Pupil A - Pupil A was presented as a 5A and the moderator would agree with this. There
was a range of evidence from all
with some work at a higher level (L6) and some
at a lower level.
Pupil B - Pupil B was presented as a 4A, and the Moderator would agree with this
overall level. There was evidence from all areas of the curriculum, with evidence of the
child working at a higher level in some areas e.g. fractions and decimals.
Pupil C - Pupil C was presented as a 3C, and the Moderator would agree with this
overall level. Again there was clear evidence of work from across the curriculum and of
the child working at a higher and lower level in places. The Moderator felt that they
were capable of working at a higher level if they were given the opportunity to do so
e.g. Work on Rounding carried out on 15.5.19 was at a higher level than work on the
same topic on 13.6.19. A piece of work carried out on 26.3.19 in their Journal Book is
of a high level, but would appear to have been done with support. Is it their
Mathematical ability that held them back from completing it un-supported, or other
issues e.g. Literacy skills or concentration skills?
Year 2
Pupil D - Pupil D was presented as a 1A. Their work fluctuated, with some recent work
being at a 1B (13.5.19 - Adding 3 single digit number using a number line), whilst some
shape and measure work is 2a (2.4.19 - measure to the nearest cm). Overall there was

a limited amount of work in their book, making an overall judgment difficult, but the
Moderator’s gut feeling is that given the opportunity they can achieve higher.
Pupil E - Pupil E was presented as a 2a . There is some evidence of them working at
this level, however much of the work that they have competed, is in accurate, but
credit would appear to have been given for it. Much of the work is Shape, Space and
Measure, with little AT2 work, which makes it impossible for the Moderator to agree the
Level, due to lack of evidence. Much of the work is based on worksheets, with only 6
pieces of work completed since 1st April. Much of the work is identical to that given to
Pupil D, who is supposed to be a whole level lower.
Pupil F - Pupil F was presented as a 2b. Based on the evidence seen the Moderator
would agree with this level, but evidence suggests that they are capable of higher.
Much of the work from January to Easter would appear to be ‘holding work’ e.g. Dot to
Dot in 2’s. Some of the I can Statements had been misinterpreted e.g. 14.3.19 was
labelled as ‘I can order numbers to 30’ and consisted of all the numbers from 0 30
written out in order, rather than a random selection of 10 numbers to put in order e.g.
17, 3, 12, 27, 21, 11 etc. The Moderator would have expected to see more work than
was available.
Pupil G - Pupil G was presented as a 2b. The Moderator would agree with this based on
evidence shown, however again evidence suggests that they are capable of working at
a higher level. When compared with Pupil F they would appear to be more able, yet
were assessed at the same level and had been given the same work. When the two
books were compared Pupil G had completed it to a higher standard.
Year 1
Pupil H - Pupil H was presented as a 1a. There was a lack of evidence for Pupil H and
the moderator is not able to confidently give a level based on the evidence provided.
Based on the evidence seen the Moderator would suggest they are working at a 1B.
Some of the work shown would appear to go backwards e.g. the pupil was given work
on number bonds to 20 on 17.1.19 which they completed satisfactorily, and then work
on number binds to 10 on 11.2.19. The book overall contained little work, and the work
it did contain was nearly all worksheet based and showed little challenge.
Year 4
Pupil I - Pupil I was presented as a 3A. The moderator feels this is probably accurate,
but there was little evidence for some areas e.g. Shape Space and Measure, which
makes it difficult to give an overall level.
Pupil J - Pupil J was presented as a 3B. Again the Moderator feels they are working in
that area, but again there was not enough evidence to support a full judgment.
Pupil I and J had both completed the same work, but were assessed a sub level apart.
The only difference in the evidence was that Pupil J had completed less work each day
than Pupil I.

An assessment document was provided for both Pupils I and J. Pupil I had nearly all
statements for 3A highlighted, all with an identical date of June 2019. Pupil J had nearly
all the statements for 3B highlighted, again all with an identical date of June 2019. The
moderator was unable to find evidence for nearly of these statements having been
completed in the children’s books. They were also unable to understand why given that
the two children had completed identical work their assessment documents were so
different. It is also most unusual for children to make such linear progress. Normally
some statements at a higher level would have been achieved in some areas whilst they
were still working on some at a lower level for a different AT.

Year 1
Pupil K - Pupil K was presented as a 2B. There was very little evidence for any aspect of
AT2 or Shape. For a level 2B there are 31 I can statements, and the Moderator was
only able to find evidence to support 5 of them. As such the Moderator is unable to give
a level for the pupil. The moderator feels that there was insufficient evidence to show
that the pupil was working at 2B.
Pupil L - Pupil L was presented a 1a. The evidence presented was identical to that
produced for Pupil K, despite them being assessed 2 sub levels apart. There was again
little work in the books, and the work that was there showed little evidence of
challenge. Again the Moderator was unable to agree a level due to lack of evidence.
Year 3
Pupil M - Pupil M was presented as a 2a. The Moderator felt that they are overall a
secure 2a with elements of 3c. This book contained significantly more work, which was
at a higher standard than other 2As that have been presented from across the school.
Year 5
Pupil N - Pupil N was presented as a 2A, and it was noted that they are HLN. The
Moderator felt that overall they are a secure 3C, with elements that are higher. Again
when comparing the work produced and topics tackled with other 2A’s from across the
school there were significant positive differences. The Moderator acknowledges that as
they are HLN it can sometimes be harder to assess, but they should be given credit for
the work they produce and not held back if an S/ESO has scribed for them, or explain
the work to them in greater depth before allowing them to complete it independently.
The pupil should be given credit for the work they are clearly able to produce.
Pupil O - Pupil O was presented as a 4A. This pupil’s work was at a range of levels e.g.
recent work interpreting graphs is only a 3A, as they did not create the graph
themselves. Work completed earlier on in the year on perimeter was of a level 5
standard. There was a significant amount of evidence for data handling and interpreting
graphs. In general there was a lack of AT2, which holds the pupil back, and also makes
it difficult to agree an overall level. Based on the evidence shown, and taking into
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Writing Moderation Visit 2019
School: St Mary’s Primary School
Key Stage: 1 and 2
Date: 11.6.19
Focus of visit:

looked at evidence from three children judged
to be 3c and three judged to be 5c at the most recent assessment. A child from
each level was interviewed. Judgements were moderated against the Island
level descriptors.
Meeting with Head/ Literacy Co-ordinator to establish school context
The school is currently focusing on improving reading, with an awareness that this
will have an impact on writing standards. Whilst writing is currently not on the SIP,
and is not planned as a focus in the near future, the school has recently
established within school moderation systems to improve staff confidence with
levelling. The school has started to build up files of exemplified assessments to
support internal moderation. Recent moderation has taken place and leadership
are aware of next steps. The school uses the Island level descriptors for
assessment.
Summary of evidence from the selected children
Child A Year 5
Story - 7th March
Teacher assessment: 5c.
Moderators: Agreed level 5c.
Supporting evidence - books show work at 4A with some elements of 5c.

Overall level agreed at 5c.
Child B Year 6
Wandering story - March
Teacher assessment: 5c.
Moderators: More typical of 4a but with some elements of 5c, needs greater
consistency in structure and control to be 5c.
Supporting evidence - Books show progress and focused teaching but supporting
evidence is at 4a.
Overall this child is working at 4a with elements of 5c.

Child C Year 6
Unclear which is the most recently assessed piece
Walking story – March (we looked at this as it was clearly a substantial piece)
Teacher assessment: 5c.
Moderators: Agreed level 4a
Supporting evidence – Evidence in book supports 4a
Overall this pupil working at 4a.
Child D Year 2
Assessed piece
Teacher assessment: 3c.
Moderators: Moderators levelled this piece as a 2b with some statements still
needing consolidation.
Supporting evidence - Other evidence in the book supports the level of 2b.
Overall level agreed at 2b.
Child E Year 3
Firework description and character description
Teacher assessment: 3c.
Moderators: When looking at both pieces there are elements of 3c but overall
these pieces provide evidence of secure 2a.
Supporting evidence - Other evidence shows evidence of 2a work. Most recent
piece (dilemma story) shows elements of 3c but not sustained.
Overall level agreed at 2a.
Child F Year 4
Recount
Teacher assessment: 3c.
Moderators: Secure 2a with some elements of 3c but not enough.
Supporting evidence – Previous assessed piece was a secure 2a and other work
supports a 2a.
Overall level agreed at secure 2a.
Interviews with children
The children interviewed told us they enjoyed it. They talked about how the
teacher shares a presentation about the writing they will be doing. They struggled
to explain how the classroom supported their writing and weren’t able to talk
about different genres they had covered.
General Comments
Only one child’s level was agreed and pieces were generally over marked.
However, we were pleased to see:

√ Evidence of editing.
√ Evidence of cross curricular pieces.
√ Use of interesting stimuli in some classes e.g. video clips, Literacy Shed
resources.
√ Isle of Man level descriptors are being used.
√ In school moderation has been established.
Recommendations:
Develop staff understanding of the expected levels. Share examples of
writing at the different levels so everyone is aware of the standard they are
expecting. The moderation team can provide some examples.
• Build confidence at using level descriptors and how to use them correctly.
Remember handwriting and spelling are not used to determine the level
and that most statements in Composition and Effect and in Sentences
Structure and Punctuation need to be evidenced to achieve that level.
Keeping going with the within school moderation will help this – maybe start
a session by all looking at the same pieces to ensure everyone is using the
descriptors in the same way.
• Ensure a range of genres are covered and taught to develop children’s
awareness of different genres and related features. You want pupils to be
able to talk about each genre and choose to use features in their writing.
Developing an agreed genre overview for all year groups would be a great
first step. Developing this alongside your new curriculum (Cornerstones)
would be very useful.
• Ensure assessed pieces are independent – slow writes and
shared/supported writes are great but they should be part of the teaching
process rather than the assessed piece. Assessed pieces should show
choice and independent application of the taught skills.
• Develop greater awareness of the process of writing. Writing is happening
but there needs to be a clearer focus on teaching how to do it rather than
just doing it.
These recommendations will need to be paced well and implemented over time.
•

Thank you for your support in arranging this visit. We hope you found it useful.
June 2019

